Pl PADTE O ATE THLED
Stephanie Kost

From: Mickey Malone [mmalone7 @cox net] 2 . 23/

Sent: Monday, December 29, 2003 10 54 PM ﬁ v

To: Michael Copps

Subiject: I Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RECEIVED
December 29, 2003 JAN ~ 6 2004
Commissioner Michael J. Copps ! .‘:]ﬁ:“?ﬂ\ﬁﬂ‘.‘% ry Fegeral Comiumcations Commission
Federal Communications Commission “f“”ﬁﬁﬁiﬁaz Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to veice my oppositicon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technoleogy for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to i1nnovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto f[eatures of DTV-
Teception equipment will enable the studiocs to tell “echnologists what new produchs they
can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.

It the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more fFor devices
thac limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate breadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

jincerely,

Mickey Malone

812 NE 9th
Moore, QK 73180}
Usa



Stephanie Kost FY PANTE OR are el E €39

From. Chandler Morgan [Reknall@ev1 net]

Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2003 3 09 PM

To. Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RECEIVE[‘}
December 23, 2003 g f“,;¢§'kf JAN - 6 2004
Commissioner Michael J. Copps Fadaral Comniunicanens Commission
Federal Communications Commission Office of the Secratary

445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeoption of "broadcast flagm
technoleogy for digital television. As a consumer and c2tizen, T feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. BAllowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studics to tell technologists what new products they
can create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionalaity.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my righte at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chandler Morgan

1325 Jersey Ave 5 apt. 201
Saint Louils Park, MN 55426
usa



Stephanie Kost

From- scyjackor@aol com

Sent: Friday, December 26, 2003 12 35 AM
To fcc@prd? wynn com

Subject FCC NPRM 02-230 Comment

< PROCEEDING> 02-230

<DATE> 12/26/03

<DOCUMENT-TYPE> CO

<NAME> john wright
<CONTACT-EMAIL> scyjackor@aol.com
<ADDRESS1> 324 harmon court
<C1lTY> gecrgetown

<STATE> ky
<ZIP> 40324
<PHONE>
<DESCRIPTION=
<TEXT>

*NPRM-02-230 Comment*

thanks

i e FED

RECEIVED

Triﬁ]‘jﬂlgg‘ i % JAN - ¢ 2004

Federal Coininunicanions Commission
dffice of the Secretary

placing broadcast flags in television propraming to stiffle fair use and would be
bad for consumers and i dont think we should do it

At
I



Stephanie Kost

From- scyjackor@acl com

Sent Friday, December 26, 2003 12 37 AM
To: fcc@prd? wynn com

Subject- FCC NPRM 02-230 Comment
<PROCEEDING> 02-230

<DATE> 12/26/03

<DOCUMENT-TYPE> CO

<NAME> john wright
<CONTACT-EMAIL> scyjackor@aol com
<ADDRESS1> 324 harmon courk
<CTTY> georgetown

«<STATE> ky

<Z2IP-> 40324

<PHONE>

<DESCRIPTION= *NPRM-02-230 Comment®*

<TEXT> placing broadcast flags in television

bad for the public and i dont think we should
thanks

HECEIVED

JAN - 6 2004

Federai Conucunications Commission
Office of the Secretary

propraming tc stiffle fair use and would be

do 1t



Stephanie Kost

From Chandler Morgan [Reknall@ev1 net] 02 f’?} A7
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2003 3 09 PM 4
To. Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

RECEIVED

JAN -6 2004
Commissioner Jonathan S Adelstein g -
Federal Communicatiens Commission Py \\E;E[ﬁ“ﬁ' Federal Comrrunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW ’ T Office of the Secretary
Washington, D C. 20554

December 23, 2003

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast flag®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted in manufacturers'
abi1lity to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new preducts they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result In me being charged more money for inferior
functicnality.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment 1n DTV-capakble receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Chandler Mocrgan

1325 Jersey Ave. 5. apt. 201
Saint Louis Park, MN 55426
USA
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Stephanie Kost

From Chandler Morgan [Reknall@ev1 net]
Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2003 3 09 PM . (_\Q
To: Michael Copps 2
Subject. | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television T JE'VED

JAN - 6 2004
December 23, 2003

— Fedaral Comuaunicanons Commission
Commissioner Michael J Copps mg_nﬁ;gﬂ*ﬂwﬁl Oftica of the Secretary
R

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. BAs a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, ccnsumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted i1n manufacturers'
ability to inncvate for their customers Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoleogists what new products they
can create. This will result in preoducts that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Chandler Morgan

1325 Jersey Ave §. apt. 201
Saint Louils Park, MN 55426
usa



Stephanie Kost

From: David Gunnells [phish@ marko net] . 2} é:
Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 1:49 PM &Z

To: Commussioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RFCEIVED
December 16, 2003 JAN ~ ¢ 2004
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelsteln FV A Y ¥ederal Communig

Federal Communications Commission (?g?ﬁ{ﬂQﬁdiai Oﬁwéaﬁigmigg?mwmn

445 12th Street, NW
washington, D C 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

I am writing to volce my opposition te any FCC-mandated adoption of 'broadcast flag"
technoleogy for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumery rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios teo veto features of DTV-
reception equipmnent will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create This wi1ll result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money tor inferior
functicnality

Tf the FCC 1ssues a broadcast [lag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay meore for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandates broadcast flag
technology for digital televisicn. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Gurninells
329 MOORE CIR
Ruburn, AL 36830
USA



Stephanie Kost

From: Mindy Loyd [mvloyd @ hotmai com] - Z /
Sent: Tuesday, December 18, 2003 7.50 PM / } Vgt
To: Commissioner Adeistem L
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television

RECEIVED
Py JAN - 6 2004

Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein R R I

Federal Communications Commission Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW Office of the Secretary
Washington, D.C. 20554

December 16, 2003

Dear Jonathan Adelstein,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandaced adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to i1nnovate for their customers. Allowing movie studicos to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
li1ke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality.-

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandats, I wculd actually be less likely to make an
investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Pliease do not mandate broadcast flag
rechnology for digital television. Thank you for vyour time.

Sincerely,

Mindy Loyd

5705 FM 1206

JTowa Park, TX 76367
USA



CUPTE OR LATE £iteny Cl-230
Stephanie Kost

From: Thomas Smith [kein@tandtinc.org]

Sent: Saturday, December 20, 2003 11:35 AM

To: Commissioner Adelstein

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RECE'VED
December 20, 2003 JAN - ¢ 2004

Commissioner Jc?nathan S. Adelst;ein g 4, g Fedaial Cominumications LOMMISSIoN
Federal Communications Commission S gﬁ%f{ Dffice of the Secretary
445 12th Street, NW TR
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelsteain,

T am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag-®
Lechnology for digital television As a consumer and cictizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innevation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability te i1nnovate for their customers. Allowing movie studics to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studius to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result 1in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for interior
functionality

If the FCC 1ssues a breoadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
techneology :tor digital television Thank vou for your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas S3Smith

488 South State Road 39
Scottsburg, IN 47170
USA
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EX PARTE QR ATF FILE
Stephanie Kost

From: mdgofff @ excite.com

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 8:28 AM

To: fec @prd?7 wynn com

Subject: FCC NPRM 02-230 Comment e RECEIVED

JAN - g 7004

<PROCEEDING> 02-230
<DATE> 11/04/03
<DOQCUMENT-TYPE> CO reﬂemll}ommumcamns{)ammss:on
<NAME> matthew goff Office of the Secretary
<CONTACT-EMATL> mdgofff@excite.com

<ADLCRESS1> 10589 lansford 1n

<CITY> san diego

<STATE> ca

<ZIP> H2126

<PHONE=>

<DESCRTPTION> *NPAM-0Z-230 Comment™

<TEXT> I am cired of large organizacions trying to squeeze every last penny out of
cornsumers, and pushing other companies out of the market. I have had cable television for
y=ars now, however, I am getting so fed up with the media and these practices by
telecommunicaticn giants, that I will cancel my service FOREVER. I figure since 1 am only
21 years old, and that I'll probably live to be 100, that over the next 76 vyears, the
cable goliath(s) will lose in excess of §50,000 or more 1in revenue. It's too bad that all
of thes= companlLes are worr.ied about noching more than tthe short ferm targets set by
orthers.  And we wonder why as a country we are losing to countries like Japan. I remember
somewhere reading that a lifelong Taco Bell customer 1s worih akouft $14,000 A lifelong
cable custcmwer 1& worth a lot more, and I'll be proud te remove myself from che list of
raying <costomers. 5o long cable
C.O.Tlpanyill\.!'1,I‘lIIIIIIlll’lIIFIIII.II|!II!!Il!l?lll:lll!iIII'_Il-'-['l!!!!ll.!l’fl

[
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EX PArive e pig HILED
Stephanie Kost

From: Ifortesque @ excite.com
Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 10:00 AM
To: fcc@prd? wynn com

Subject: FCC NPRM 02-230 Comment KRECEIVED

<PROCEEDING> 02-230 AT 3\ JAN - g 2004
<DATE> 11/04/03 PR R N

<DOCUMENT-TYPE> CO Fegaral Communicatons GCommission
<NAME> larry fortesque {Office of the Secretary

<CONTACT-EMALL> lfortesgque@excite.com

<ADDRESS1> 4015 Walnut St.

<CITY> Sunnyvale

<5TATE> ca

<ZIF> 94086

<PHONE:

<DESCRIPTICN> *NPRM-02-230 Comment*

<TEXT> Restricting the flow of information just weakens all of us.' As a home digital
video maker, I should have the same rights to technology as corporations. If the
corporation needs to change it's business model, 30 be 1t, 1t's called capitalism.

26



EX PARTI iaTE S ED

Stephanie Kost

From: klindsey@auchtober com
Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 5:18 PM RECE'VED
To: fcc@prd7 wynn com
Subject: FCC NPRM 02-230 Comment

JAN - ¢ 2004
<PROCEEDING> 02-230
<DATE> 11./04/03 Federal Comesunizanons (ommission
<DOCUMENT-TYPE>» CO Sy Gffice of the Secretary
<NAME> Katherine A. Lindsey e f“i%
<CONTACT-EMAIL> klindsey@auchtober.com N

<ADDRESSi>» P.0 Box 10012

<CITY> Bainbridge Island

<3TATE> wa

<ZIP> 9R113

<PHONE> 206-842-52609

<DESCRTPTION> *NPRM-02-230 Corunent™

<TEXT> The most essential piece of our declaration of independence states that all men are
created equal. To that end, 1t 1s absolutely unfair for the government. or any of 1t's
subsidiaries, to rubber stamp approval of an 'elite' group of professiona.s for use of
technclogy that should be available to anyone who has the means to purchase it. By only
allowing Hollywood 'professionals’' to utilize fully functional digital TVs, the FCC in, 1n
cffect, promoting sensorship, and theft. What happened to the United Stactes as a
democr=cy’ has 1t truly become the worlds largest CZPITALIST society’

24



Stephanie Kost EX PARTE O« ATE FILED

From: Thomas Smith [kein@tandtinc.org] 1 9. =z &'

Sent: Saturday, December 20, 2003 11:35 AM P -~

To: Michael Copps

Subject: | Oppcse a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RECE'VED
DEMANA,

December 20, 2003 JAN - ¢ 2004
Commissioner Michael J. Copps FNMmemnmnunmmagmm,
Federal Communications Commission Offm”fmeSECfem 35100
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

T am writing to voice my cppeosition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast tlag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

2 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
abi1lity to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studics to veto features of DIV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can creace This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionality

if the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would sctually be less likely to make an
investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other eguipment I will not pey more for devices
that limi:t my rights at the behest of Hullywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology feor digital celevision. Thank you feor your time.

Sincerely,

Thomas Smith

488 Scouth State Road 39
Scottsburg, IN 47170
Usa
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Stephanie Kost

]
From: Dennis Baker [dabaker@kconline.com]
Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2003 8 42 PM
To: Commissioner Adelstein
Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digtal Television HECEIVED
December 30, 2003 [P JAN ~ 6 2004
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein Federal Comusunications Lermmssion
Federal Communications Commission Ofhce of the Secratary

445 12th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Jcnathan Adelstein,

I am writing to voilce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag"
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception egquipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
like me actually want, and it could result in me beiny charged more money for inferior
functionality

If the FCC issues a breadcast flag mandate, T would actually be less likely to make an
investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast Elag

technology for digital television Thank you for your tine.
Sincerely,

Dennis Baker

7834 N 900 E
Mentone, IN 46539
Usa



£) PARTE OR LATE FILED O -23C
Stephanie Kost

From: Dennis Baker [dabaker@ kconline.com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 30, 2003 8.42 PM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: ! Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television RECEIVED
JAN -

December 30, 2003 "\r‘l , 6 2004

Commissioner Michael J. Copps memlﬂc:}g;'?fnélc:tgeﬁsctgmqmlnmn
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C. 205354

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wraiting to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopticn of "broadcast flag"®
technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a
policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers'
ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-
reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers
l:ke me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for inferior
functionalaity.

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
1nvestment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices
that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
Dennis Baker
7834 N 900 E

Mentone, IN 46539
USA
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Vichael
135 N Shiclds Stieet
Vort Collins. CO 80521

Commnusstonel Kevu J Marun R EC E i\i E;, R
Federal Commuiucations Comumussion ) ) -

345 1240 Stieel, NW AEr
Wastupgron, D € 20554 pEl

_-1 /‘PF\%

Federal Comrnuineation s (e ys e
Nice of ke Se . -Taly

Dear Commussionet Kevin' 1 Marun

1 housands of Ametican consumers have alieadly eapressed their opposition to the TC('s adopuon of a
"yoadeast flag”. Tamwarting to join theny As a user of open—source software, adoption of the broadcast flag
will mean I am unable 10 1eceive digimal television broadcasts on My computer

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the t CC stand for "Uederal Computer Cont ol whuch 1s outside 1ts
proper 10le 1t 1s not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software hicenses o1 computer opel aung sysems
1hat colswmer s must use 1w order 10 watch digital television b oadcast on thewr computers.

Addionally. adopuon of the bl oadcast flag wifl harm tnovation Many users of open—sowce software ate
computel Progiamimers and "tmherers” who wotk 1o mprove she software Theu contibutions and constant
imnovation 1s what makes open—souce oftware able 1w compete 10 the marketplace

Ihe broadeast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open—sowce umplementations of VSB and QAM
modutators and demodulutons. preventing open—HoICe PIOZIAMMELS fiom innovatng i field of digital
communications technques used by wefevimion

Most Ameticans assumed that when television became digital. viewels would be able to do more with
television programnung, not less Without imovative new products and flexability 1 the ways CONSUMET S Ale
able to wateh TV, consumers will be less icfined 1o nvest 1 the equpment to view digital television
[herefore. the broadcast flag 15 likely to slow adopuon of digstal television i addrtion to making it 1llegal to
watch digital television on d conpulel using openTsource software 11 1s for these reasons T urge you 10
promote the digntal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadceast flag

Swcetely.

Michael



November 16. 2003

remhlssioner Kewwin 1 Martin

Federal Communicaltlons Commlss1on

415 12trn Street. MU
Washinsten D 10554
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TUATE Fpee
Stephanie Kost

From: Mike Baker [mbaker@sbtinfo com]

Sent: Tuesday, December 23, 2003 11 53 AM

To: Michael Copps oy - g,

Subject: | Oppose a Broadcast Flag Mandate for Digital Television 3 FJCEIVED
¥osmber S, 2007 . \ JaN - 6 2004

Cormmd ssLtener Michael J. Copps rgaral Conn - turications Commission

Tederal Commuric-ations Commission Dtfice of the Secretars
14% 1a1th Street, NW
Washi-.gton, L.C. 2u0b54
Dear Michael Copps,
am wr F.ng to volce my opposition 1o any FCC-mandated adgoption of "broadcast flag"
ceonnaTogy for digitel television.  As 4 consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a

no oy waild be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV.

A cbust, competil . ve marxet tor comsumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’

i lity 1o 1nnovate tor their customers. Allowlng movie studies to veto features of OTV-
recept ton equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they
~an create. This will result 1n products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers

11 me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infericr
fun.tlonal /.

It the BOC Lasues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an
investment 1n DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. 1 w1ill not pay more for devices
Fhal .imii my rights at the behesl of Hollywood. Please do mot mandate broadcast flag

e tnolsyy tor #igital television. Thank you for your time.
3 nrerely,

1 ke dakor
fhn8 NSt RD 20
Lippecance, 1N 465/0
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